PAGE 4 ment, rather than simply science, MCD offers opportunities to conservationists that few peer -reviewed journals can match.
I was not part of the Madagascar Conservation & Development (MCD) team when it was launched in 2006; indeed, I was not even aware that such a journal was in the pipeline. So, like many others, I was very excited to read the first issue: here, at last, was a modern journal -online, open access, bilingual, transdisciplinary -to meet Madagascar's emerging information needs as it implements its ambitious Durban Vision and struggles to cope with increasingly urgent environm ental and development challenges. Launched as a "(...) forum for the exchange of experiences and knowledge (...)" (Waeber and Hänni 2006: 2) , I felt that the journal offered a real opportunity for researchers and practitioners to contribute to the development of the country and conservation of its unique biodiversity. As we publish our 100th peer-reviewed contribution in this, our 15th issue, it is pertinent to reflect on how well this resource is being put to use by the country's conservation and development community.
For a scientific journal to make a tangible contribution to conservation, it must make efforts to overcome the 'researcherpractitioner divide' -an increasingly-recognised phenomenon that limits the utility of science to the real-world practice of conserving biodiversity. The divide manifests itself in numerous ways: conservation practitioners do not tend to read the latest literature or make use of its findings to inform their actions, at least in part because they don't have access to it, and because they are too busy fighting fires (literally and figuratively) in their day-to-day jobs (Pullin and Knight 2005, Cook et al. 2010) . Most researchers, in turn, rarely consider practitioners' information needs when developing their research agendas -since their motivation is to publish in high impact international journals, they tend to focus on sophisticated analyses of global relevance rather than the local case studies that conservationists need to inform their work (Arlettaz et al. 2010 , Hulme 2011 ). The result is the publication of vast quantities of conservation -related research that is only peripherally relevant to the practice of conservation (Smith et al. 2009 , Milner-Gulland et al. 2010 ; it tells us how urgent the threats are and where we should focus our efforts, among other things, but only rarely advises us of 'how' to go about reversing the observed trends. Even when research of practical use is produced, its authors do not necessarily share it with those who could use it (Gardner 2012) .
MCD offers several ways to start bridging this researcher- 
